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The alleged purchase of Japanese 128K EPROM's was verified by*** but 
again the quantities and,prices were corrected. Of the alleged lost sale of 
* * * uni ts, a * * *-unit order went to U.S. supplier_s other than * * * at a 
price of*** per unit; ***was awarded a contract for*** units. 1/ 
The price, however, was * * * per unit rather than*** as alleged. * i * 
noted that * * * had lost the quantity of volume alleged but would not have 
known that only par.:t of that volu!l'e went to the Japanese vendor. 

The alleged lost sale for*** 256K EPROM's was also confirmed by * * * 
but, as in the -prior instances, the largest portion (* * * units) went to 
another U.S. supplier at a price of * * * per unit. The balance (* * * units) 
of the order was placed with a Japanese vendor at a price of * * *, pending 
qualification. The approval materialized. That volume, says * * *, is 
currently going to * * * 

***was cited by*** in six alleged lost sales of EPROM's to a 
competing imported Japanese product in October 1984. Two instances involved 
64K EPROM's, two were for 126K, and two for 256K. Domestic quotes of*** 
and*** for quantities of*** and*** 64K EPROM's, respectively, were 
allegedly rejected in favor of competing Japanese offer prices of*** and 
* * * for those products. On the 128K density, domestic prices of*** and 
* * * for two different specification 128K products were allegedly rejected 
and offer prices of * * * for the Japanese product were accepted for 
quantities of * * * and * * * units, respectively. Domestic prices of * * * 
and ***per unit for sales of*** and*** 256K EPROM's were allegedly 
rejected in favor of Japanese offer prices of * * * and * * * per unit. 
* * * * * * stated that without specific facts as to which * * * production 
location· was involved, it is not possible to vedfy or confirm the 
allegations. * * *, queried by the Commission staff for more specifics, 
asserts that these negotiations were conducted by * * *· ***has not 
responded to a second inquiry by the Commission staff. 

* * * named * * * as the purchaser involved in alleged lost 
for 64K EPROM's in July, August, and November: 1984. The quantity in each 
instance was * * -K· units and * * * rejected quote was * * * per unit. The 
allegedly accepted Japanese offer prices were, respectively, * * * in July and 
* * * in August and November. * * * checked her records and offered the 
following comments. Qualified vendors for 64K EPROM's included***· * * * 
product used a programming voltage of * * * volts, whereas, * * * required 
***volts. ***access speed was too slow. Neither firm was asked to bid 
on this umbrella contract for * * * units covering scheduled deliveries over 
1 year. At the.time of this RFQ, ***was in the process of changing their 
die and did not bid. ***was awarded the entire contract at a price of 
* * * per unit. * * * may have been a competitor initially, but was not after 
it was determined that the -K· * * 64K chip voltage would not meet * * * 
specifications. 

11 ***was the only approved Japanese vendor for 128K EPROM's. 
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***identified*** in an alleged lost sale for*** 64K EPROM's in 
June 1984. ***quote of*** was allegedly rejected in favor of a Japanese 
offer price of*** p~r unit. * * * confirmed that * * * lost the sale. 
However, the order was split between * * *· * * * won * * * percent of the 
* * *-unit order (* * * uni ts), * * * was awarded * * * percent (* * * uni ts), 
and * * * percent (* * * units) went to * * *· The price per unit was * * * 
from each vendor. * * * emphasized that * * * lost the award in part because 
its initial quote was "way out of line" with the market. All other .bids were 
at a "clustered price level." Moreover, * * * 

* ~ * named * * * ~s purchaser in an alleged lost sale of * * * 128K 
EPROM's to competing products ~mported from Japan. ***confirmed that he 
had purchased the Japanese EPROM's from***· The quantity, however, was cut 
to*** as demand fell for*** products. The·rejected price quote of*** 
was * * * as alleged, but the * * * offer price was * * * rather than * * * as 
* * * believed. * * * qualified vendor list on this 128K EPROM includes 
* * * * * * is in the process of qualifying but at present has not been 
approved. 

iE· * * was cited by * * * in an alleged lost sale for * * * 128K EPROM' s 
in January 1985. * * * allegedly rejected a domestic quote of * * * and 
accepted a quote of*** for Japanese 128K EPROM's. * * * ***confirmed 
buying the Japanese EPROM's. The order went to***· The RFQ went out to 
four or five distributors. The** *-unit award was for a 12-month contract 
with month-to-month deliveries. The accepted price was ***as alleged. 

* * * cited * * * in another alleged lost sale for iE· * * 64K EPROM' s in 
June 1985 and a sale of*** 256K EPROM's in August 1985. Domestic offer 
prices of * * * and * * * were rejected in favor of a Japanese product offered 
at respective prices of * * * and * * * per unit; * * * recalls the inquiry 
and the offer prices, but stated that no awards were made by * * * for 
domestic or Japanese EPROM's. * * * U.S. prices offered by domestic and 
Japanese vendors were not competitive with European vendor prices. 
Consequently, no orders were placed. 

* * * was named· in five allegations involving lost sales during 
January-April 1985 that totaled * * * in value and spanned EPROM densities 
from 32K to 256K. These were instances in which*** faced competing offer 
prices from di~tributors of Japanese EPROM's or from Japanese vendors quoting 
direct. Price levels were as follows: 32K - domestic price*** vs. import 
price of***; 64K - domestic price*** vs. import price of***; 128K -
domestic price 9f *·**vs. import pric~ of***; 256K - domestic price of 
***vs. import price of*** 

iE· * iE· checked the firm's records and reported that without more ex pl ici t 
facts, he could not trace the five alleged lost sales to one of the firm's 
***U.S. locations. ***did affirm that the level of alleged prices fits 
the market experience of*** in facing competition from Japanese EPROM's in 
each of the cited densities. 
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* * * idN1tified ***in two instan<.:es of alleged lost sales. One, in 
May 1985, involv.ed an order for * * * 256K EPROM' s. A domestic quote of * * * 
was allegedly rejected in favor of an offer price of * * * for a competing 
Japanese product. Another allegation involved an order for*** 64K EPROM's 
in August 1985. A Japanese offer price of * * *won out against a domestic 
quote of * * * per chip. * * * confirmed the facts as alleged. The order for 
256K EPROM's was awarded to***; the award went to*** for the 64K 
EPROM's. The contract was for scheduled delivery over a 1-year period. ~/ 

* * * named * * * in two instances in August 1985 as the purchaser 
involved in alleged lost sales totaling*** EPROM's. ***reported that 
its quote for * * * per unit for * * * devices (32K density) was rejected in 
favor of Japanese-produced devices offered at * * * per unit. * * * said that 
the.order was not placed with a Japanese supplier, but with*** for*** 
per unit, as part of a large order for a variety of semi~onductor parts. In 
the other case, ***reported that its quote for*** per unit.for*** 
devices (64K density) was rejected in favor of Japanese-produced devices at 
* * * per unit. * * * reported that he contacted * **which had agreed to 
supply the part at * * * per unit. * * * said that * * * part had a lower 
failure rate and that * * * provides better support after a sale is completed. 

* * * reported that he believes that * * *· * * * He reported that he 
gave U.S. producers about * * * percent of his business until August 1985. At 
that time, he said that U.S. producers reported that they were losing money 
and had to raise their prices to * * * per unit and above. * * * said that 
since that time, Japanese suppliers have accounted for * * * percent of his 
business. 

* * * identified ***as a large contract that.was lost to Japanese 
suppliers. The specific contract identified by*** was awarded on***, 
for * * * units (128K density) for * * * * * * rejected quote was reported 
at * * *· * * * reported that the quantity of devices was actually * * * 
units,.but the value reported by*** covered a contract for a variety of 
semiconductor devices in addition to EPROM's. ***reported that her firm 
purchases from*** to*** EPROM's annually and that*** domestic firms 
(* * *) and two Japanese firms (* * *) are qualified suppliers. 

In the instance cited by * * *, * * * reported that she obtained four 
quotes for the * * * units and that she made no attempt to auction the bids 
after the quotes were received. The lowest of the quotes was provided by 
* * * (* * *), followed by***(***) and***(***). The highest 
bidder was * * * with a quote of * * *· * * * reported that there was no 
quality difference between the product supplied by any of the qualified 
suppliers. She reported that Japanese suppliers were very aggressive in 
obtaining orders of this size. She reported also that she really preferred 
* * * products, but she must obtain the best price possible because of severe 
import competition from Japanese suppliers of * * *· 

11 * * * RFQ's ~ere received by*** in response to these inquiries. Both 
distributors and producers, as well as importers, responded with offer prices. 
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Lost revel':!.!:'~ 

Domestic producers •JJere requested to provide speci fie instances in which 
they had to reduce prices in order to avoid losing sales of EPROM's to 
competing products imported from Japan. * * * provided 24 instances of 
alleged lost revenue involving six different purchasers. * * * listed 69 
allegations naming 53 different purchasers. The Commission staff investigated 
34 of the all~gations,·which involved 11 purchasers. 

* * * named * * * in two instances of alleged lost revenue in July 1985. 
The first was a domestic quote of*** for an order of*** 64K EPROM's. 
The accepted quote was * * *, a price offered in meeting Japanese product 
competition. A second instance was a quote of * * * revised to * * * for an 
order of*** 256K EPROM's, again to meet competing Japanese offer prices. 
***was unable to find records of these orders. ***was requested to 
provide mo're specifies on these al legations. * * * stated that both of these 
instances were for EPROM's to be used in***· There was an error in the 
specified product description. The contract is still pending on the 64K 
EPROM's but there was an award of*** units to*** for the 256K product 
with a * * * unit award to a Japanese competitor according to * * * * * * 
has not responded to the .second staff inquiry. 

* * * was named by * * * in eight alleged instances of lost revenue that 
totaled about*** in value for a total quantity of*** EPROM's of various 
densities. The densities, quantities, and prices are shown by quote date in 
the following tabulation: 

* * * * * * * 

* * * confirmed the allegations with respect to revised prices to meet 
Japanese competition. He noted, however, that quantities were cut on these 
"intent to buy contracts," which covered deliveries beginning in October 1984 
and extended, open ended, for 5 years. ***believes that in 1986, supply 
may be tight on certain EPROM's. The initial contract established benchmark 
quantities and prices. Prices were negotiated downward quarterly on an 
incremental basis. Quantities were cut by an estimated * * * percent during 
the last 12-month period. * * * There were some errors in the facts 
presented by * * * according to * * *· One of the 64K EPROM orders was for 
* * * units at * * * rather than * * *; another 64K order was for** * units 
at*** rather than*** The order for*** 128K EPROM's at*** was 
only*** and the** *-unit order at*** for 128K EPROM's was increased to 
* * * ·The 256K EPROM order was cut from * * * units to * * * at * * * per 
unit. 
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* * * named * * * as the purchaser in four instances of alleged lost 
revenue on EPROM sales in August 1985. Two allegations involved 64K EPROM's 
in quantities of * * * and * * * units and initial prices of * * * and * * *· 
respectively, that were reduced to*** and*** to meet lower priced 
Japanese offers. Two other allegations were for orders of **-*and * * *· 
256K units. The initial rejected quotes were*** and***· respectively, 
reduced to * * * and * * * per unit in the face of lower. offer prices for 
Japanese EPROM's. ***checked with*** buyers and confirmed the prices 
and quantities almost exactly as alleged. However, only two firms, ***and 
* * *· are approved vendors for these products according to-** *: * * * had 
no Japanese quotes on these products but was aware of the general market 
prices, which included the competitive presence of Japanese vendors. 

* * * was named by * * * as the purchaser in seven instances of alleged 
lost revenue, all in September 198~. The densities, quantities, and prices 
are shown in the following tabulation: 

* * * * * * * 

***checked his records and confirmed the facts as alleged. Qualified 
vendors approved by*** include***· The contracts for these EPROM's are 
for calendar year 1986, with "downward price negotiation" at * * * option. 
* * * viewed the market as soft, noting that some * * * production sources 
also bought on the spot market when they needed to fill out a production 
requirement. This total quantity of sales amounted to.lost revenue of about 

* * * 
***was cited by * * * in an instance of alleged lost revenue in April 

1985. This involved an initial quote of * * * per unit on an order for * * * 
256K EPROM's and an accepted quote of*** to meet Japanese product 
competition. * * * confirmed the facts as alleged. * * * does not have a 
formal qualified vendor list, but receives samples from.firms who quote prices 
for EPROM's and she then asks their engineer1ng division to pass on the 
specifications of the generic product. ***has purchased 256K EPROM's only 
from * * *, but has used Japanese prices as leverage to negotiate lower prices 
from domestic vendors. 

* *· * was identified by * * * in an instance of alleged lost revenue in 
September 1985. The order was for*** 64K EPROM's and the initial offer 
price of * * * allegedly was negotiated down to * * * to meet competition from 
a Japanese prodµct. * * * acknowledged the price reduction in the face of 
competing Japanese EPROM' s but noted that the order was placed for * * * 
units. The qualified vendors approved by*** include*** ***normally 
orders quarterly for scheduled delivery to production run rates. The firm has 
just began to use 128K and 256K EPROM's. 
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* * * was named by * * * as the purchaser in seven instances of alleged 
lost revenue. The quote dates, quantities, and offer prices are shown below: 

* * * * ·)f * 

* -M· -M· checked his records and identified the above purchase orders .. I-le 
confirmed the facts as alleged. As for the Japanese price leadership, * * * 
noted that in May 1984 * * * quoted * * * against an * * * price of * * * for 
64K EPROM' s. Approvc~d EPROM suppliers for * * * inc ltJde * -M· *. * * *, in the 
spring of 1985, quoted higher prices than * * * The strongest down~ard price 

·pressure was from * * *· 

* * * cited * * * in three instances of lost revenue, all in March 1985. 
The EPROM densities, quantities, and price quotes are shown below: 

* * * * * * -M· 

***traced these purchases in the firm's records and confirmed that 
* * * had decreased its prices in meeting price competition from Japanese 
vendors offering lower prices. ***states that the domestic producers know 
who their competition is, as a qualified supplier list is provided to all 
approved vendors by*** and periodically revised. Approved suppliers for 
128K EPROM's include*** ***are on the qualified list for 256K 
EPROM' s. * * * also recalled that the initial order for the 128K EPROM' s was 
* * * units and that in May 1985, the order was reduced to * * *· * * * 
tommented on prices, noting that the initial price leaders were the Japanese 
early in this year, but "today the Japanese and domestic producers are quoting 
competitive prices." 

* * * also listed * * * as a purchaser in two instances of alleged lost 
revenue in August 1985. The first allegation involved a price cut from* * * 
to*** on an order for*** 128K EPROM's. Another allegation involved an 
order for*** 256K EPROM's and a price cut from*** to*** per unit. 
Both instances allegedly were to meet Japanese competition situations. 
According to * * *· both allegations were accurate reflections of the 
negotiations and ultimate purchase prices. 

* * * was identified by * * * as the purchaser in two instances of 
alleged lost revenue on sales of 64K EPROM's, one in April 1985 and another in 
June 1985. The_ first order by * ·IE- * was for ·IE- * * 64K EPROM' s after ·lf M· * 
allegedly dropped its offer price from * * * to * * * per· unit. The second 
instance involved a sale of*** 64K EPROM's at a price of***· down fnJm 
an initial rejected quote of***· ***stated that RFQ's were put out for 
bids to all qualified vendors. Qualified vendors included * * *· * * * 
awards her 6·-month contracts to the vendor with the "best price and deli very" 
off(~r. She has awarded contracts to ·lf ·lf *. The alleged instances reported by 
·I<- ·)(· -l<· were accurate representations of the contract awards. These 6---month 
contracts for scheduled monthly deliveries were subject to price renegotiation 
if market prices dropped. In these contracts, * -l<· * "ramped up" its 
production and took the total quantity in 3 months. Then, ***put out 
another RFQ and split that award between * * * 
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* * * was cited by * * * as an example of alleged lost revenue in the 
sale of*** 64K EPROM's in July 1985. ***allegedly reduced its price 
from * * * to -M· * * to win the award. * * * checked his records and confirmed 
the facts as alleged. qualified vendors approved by the company include • 
* * * At times, * * * procures from these vendors directly and at other 
times, through distributors, depending on the price and the need for quick 
deUvery or the desire not to hold inventory. The _subject purcha_se of*** 
EPROM's was made through ·M· * *· The distributor channel was preferred because 
production of the company's ***fell in 1985 from*** to*** per month. 
* * * procures about * * * percent of his needed supply from domestic vendors 
·and * * * percent from Japanese firms. 

* * * identified * * * in an instance in which its quote for * * * 32K 
EPROM' s was reduced from * -M· * to * * * to obtain the order. * * * reported 
that two Japanese producers (* * *) and two domestic producers (* * *) were 
qualified suppliers. She said that on -M· * *, ***agreed to lower its price 

· of * * * per unit to match a quote of * * * per u~it ciffered by * ~ * * * * 
reported that * * * had an excellent product line and provided good · 
after-sales support. She said that her firm makes every effort to purchase 
domestic products, but purchasing regulations do not permit her to award 
contracts to domestic suppliers that offer prices * * * percent or higher than 
foreign suppliers. 

In another lost revenue allegation, * * * identified the * * *· * * * 
allegedly purchased * * * 256K EPROM's after*** reduced its price from 
* * * to * * * per unit. The initial quotes were placed in October 1984. 
* * * outlined the negotiations on this transaction. The company initially 
used 128K EPROM's for its new production program but asked also for quotes on 
256K EPROM's. Engineering ultimately required more memory in less board 
space. Initial quotes on***, on the 256K were made by * * * (* * * per 
unit), ***(***per unit), and***(*** per unit). The contract award 
was for 1 year with delivery scheduled to begin in January 1985. A rebid on 
the 256K was requested in February when * * * decided to use 256K rather than 
128K EPROM's. ***came in at***, ***quoted*** per unit. The award 
went to * * * The prices quoted were factory direct but the supply was 
through the distributor. * * * uses the distributor to program the EPROM and 
to mark the part with * * * part number. * * * noted that the award provided 
for a range in quantity from about * * * to * * * units, depending on how the 
new product line sells. * * * stated that demand is on the upswing for * * *, 
even in this down market. Supply from * * * early in the delivery period was 
* * * noted * * *, but * * * has met the needs of * * * since then. * * * 
said that * * * supports * * * on other products and * * * feels an obligation 
in turn tb support * * *, but the price must be competitive. 
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Table 38 presents nominal and real exchange rate indexes for U.S. dollars 
per Japanese yen. The real exchange rate index that is displayed represents 
the nominal exchange rate index adjusted for the difference in the relative 
inflation rates between the United States and Japan. As shown in the table, 
the nominal value of the Japanese yen depreciated against the nominal value ~f 
the U.S. dollar by 7 percent between January·-March 1982 and Apri 1-June 1985. 
The real ( inflation····adjusted) index, however, shows that the Japanese yen 
actually depreciated by 12 perce~t during that period. 

Table 38 .-····Indexes of nominal and real exchange rates between the U.S. dollar 
and the Japanese yen, by quarters, January 1982-June 1985 

·····-··-··-···----·-·-·····-·--·-: ___ .. __________ ...... G!~!J.uarY::Mar.c h ___ 19 8 2=::_100) . 
U.S. dollars per 

Period Japanese yen 
_______________ (.!!9min.xl rate) 

1982: 
January-·March-·-···----··-············-····-····-·: 
Apr i 1-J u n e-----·-··--·--···-······--· ·· .. ··-···-··-- : 
July-September-·········-~ ........................................... : 
October-December·-·--············--···-········-··--: 

1983: 
January-March·---· .. ·-···--··-·-----: 
Apri 1-·June---· .......... -·------····---··-··--····-··: 
July-September ............................. -.......... -·-·-: 
October-December-······ ......... _ ............ -............ : 

1984: 
January--Marc h-···-·····-···-.. ····---··-.. --·-·--· : 
Apri 1-June-·--.. ···-······---................................ __ : 
Ju ly--September-······~-·-······-············-··-·····-·: 
October-December·-···--·····················-·····-······-: 

1985: 
January-March·-.. ··---·····-.. -·-··-····---: 
Apr i 1--June--·-.. -... -.. - .... · .. --···-···-···-·-·····-···-··-: 

-----------·-··-·--------------· 

100.0 
95.6 
90.2 
89.9 

99.0 
98.3 
96.3 
99.7 

101.1 
101. 7 
95.9 
94.9 

90.6 
93.0 

U.S. dollars per 
Japanese yen 

_ __...('-r~a 1 ·'-ra~te;;;..L.) __ 

100.0 
95.8 
90.9 
90.4 

97.6 
95.6 
92.9 
95.1· 

95.6 
95.4 
90.9 
89.9 

86.4 
88.1 

Source: !_nteri:-i2_t:..l<2.i:!I=!.LJ:J.nan~.~-U!:a!:_!_~tic:_!, International Monetary Fund, 
June 1985. 
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41230 Federal Register I Vol •. 50, No .. 196 / Wednesday; October· 9; 1985 l Notices 

[lnvestlptlon No. 731-TA-Zee 
(Prellmlnary)) 

Erasable Programmable Read 0n1y 
Memories _(EPROMs) From Japan 

AGENCY: lntemational Trade 
Commission. 

a reasonab[e indication that an industry identified by the service list), and a 
in the United States is materially certificate of service must accompanl' 
injured, or is threatened with material the document. The Secretary will not.-
injury, or the establishment of an accept a document for filing without a 
industry in the United States is certificate of service. 
materially retarded, by reason of 
imports from Japan of erasable Conference.-The Commission has 
programmable read only memories scheduled a conference in. connection 
(EPROMs), provided for in item 687.74 of · with this investigation for 9:30 a.m. on 
the Tariff Schedules of the United October 21, 1985, at the U.S. · 
States. which are alleged to be sold in International Trade Commission 
the United States at less than fair value. Building, 701 E Street NW .. Washington. 
Aa provided in section 733(a), the DC. Parties wishing to participate in the 
Commission must complete preliminary conference should contact Dene Hersher 
antidumping investigations in 45 days.· (~23-4616) not later than October 15, 
or in this case by November 14. 1985~ · ·· 1985, to·ammse for their appearance . 

. For further informa~on;i:Onceming the . Parties in aup.,ort of the imposition of 
cond~ct of ~s investigation and rule!J of ·-antidumping duties in this investigation 
gener8:1 app~cation. consultthe . ·and parties.in opposition to the 
C0D1DUSs1on s1tule1 of.Practice and. ·imposition of such duties will each be 
Procedure, Part 'lJTI, Subparts A and B · collectively alloeated one hour within 
(19 CFR Part 'lJTI), and Part 201, Subparts which to inake an oral p sentation at 
A through E ll9 Cl'.R Part 201). the conference. · re 
EFFECTIVE DATE: September 30. 1985. -
FOR PUln1tD INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dene Hersher (202-523-4616}. Office of · · 
Investigations, U.S. lntemational Trade 
Commission. 701 E Street NW ... · 
Washington. DC 20436. Hearing-. 
Impaired individuals are advis~ that 
information on this matter can be • 
obtained by conta~ the· > . 

'Commission's TDD terminal on.202-72f-. 
0002. . 

SUPPUllENTARY INFOllMATIOfC 
Background-Thia investigation la · 

being instituted in response to a petition 
filed on September 30, 1985 by Intel 
Corp .. Santa Clara, CA:' Advanced Micro 
Devices, Sunnyvale, CA: and National 
Semiconductor Corp., Santa Clara, CA. 

Participation in the investigation.­
Persona wishing to participate-in-this. 
investigation as parties must me an 
entry of appearance with the Secretary 
to the Commission. as provided in 
I 291.11 of the Commission's rules (19 
CFR 201.11), not later than seven (7). 
days after pub~tion of this notice in 

Written submissions.-Any person 
may suboiit to the Commission on or 
before October 23, 1985. a written 
statement of.information pertinent to the 
subject of the investigation. as provided 
in I 207.15 of the Commisafoa'I" rules (19 

. CFR 'lJTl.15). A aiped original and 
· fourteen (14) copies of each submission 
must be filed with the Secretary·to the 
Commission in accordance with I 201.8 
of the rides (19 CFR 201.8). All written 
submissions except for confidential 
businesa data will be available for 
public inspection during regular 
business hours (8:45 a.m. to 5:15 p.m.) In 
the Office of the Secretary to the 
Commission. 

Any businesa Information for which 
c0nfidential treatment is desired must 
be submltt,ed separately. The envelope 
and all pages of such submissions must . 
be clearly labeled "Confidential -
Business Information." Confidential 
aubuiiasions and requests for 
confidential treatment must conform 

· with the requirements of § 201.6 of the 
Coinmission's rules (19 CFR 201.6). 

Authority 

the Federal Register. Any entry of 
appearance filed· after this date will be 
referred to the Chairwoman. who will 
determine whether to accept the late 
entry for good cause shown by the 
person "desiring to file the entry. 

Service list-Pursuant to § 201.ll(d) Thia investigation is being conducted 
of the Commission's rules (19 CFR under authority of the Tariff Act of 1930. 
201.ll(d)), the Secretary will prepare a title VII. This notice is published· 
service list containing the names and pursuant to§ 207.12 of-the Commission's 
addresses of all persons, or their rules (19 CFR 207.12). 
representatives. who are parties to this . . . 

. Investigation upon the expiration of the . By order of.the Commission. 
SUllllARY: The CommiSaion hereby gives ·period for filing entries ofappearanc;e. · · . . lssued:-October 3; 1985; 

AC"i'ION: Institution oh preliminary 
antidumping investigation and . 
scheduling of a conference tO be held in 
connection with the investigation. . 

notice of the institution· of preliminary In accordance with H201.16(c) and . . JCmmetb R. Muon. 
. antidumping investigation No; 731-Tfl- .. . 207;_3 of.the rUlea (19 CFR _201.16(c) an«J; · ~tori:· · 

288 (Preliminary) andenection·733(a) of · 207.3), each. document filed by a party to,. · · · · ·,. : . . 
the.Tariff Act of 1930(19 U.S.C.' ··the investigation must be served on all · . ·[FR Doc. &rr241B9 Piled m-&-85Y 8:45 amj 
1613b(a)) to determine whether there la other parties to the iJ:lv8tigation (as ' .U..O ce-·~ · 
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CALENDAR OF PUBLIC CONFERENCE 

_Investigation No. 731--TA-288 (Preliminary) 

ERASABLE PROGRAMMABLE READ ONLY MEMORIES (EPROM's) FROM JAPAl\I 

Those listed belbw appeared at the United States International Trade 
Co~nission's conference held in connection with the subject investigation on 
October 21, 1985, in the Hearing Room of the USil~ Building, 701 E Street, 
NW., Washington, DC. 

Dewey, Ballantine, Bushby, Palmer & Wood·····-Counsel 
Washin13ton, DC 

on behalf of··--···-·-·-M··-···----·-·-·····-·· .. 

Intel Corp. 
Advanced Micro Devices, Inc. 
National Semiconductor Corp. 

George Schneer, Vice President and General Manager, Memory Components 
Division, Intel Corp. 

David Bostwick; Director of Strategic Marketing, Non-·volatile Memory 
Division, Advanced Micro Devices, Inc. 

Or. William F. Finan, Partner, Quick, Finan and Associates 

Mr. Robert Perlman, Assistant Treasurer, Intel Corp. 

R. Michael Gadbaw-· OF COUNSEL 

Fenwick, Davis & West-·· Counsel 
Palo Alto, CA and Washington, DC 

°-D_J>..~~J.f.__°-f.-···· · 

Fujitsu Microelectronics, Inc. 
Fujitsu Limited 

L. Daniel O'Neill) 
Ronald S. Poe lrnan )-·· OF COUNSU. 
Donald R. Davis ) 
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CALENDAR OF PUBLIC CONFEREl\JCE···--Cont inued 

~:_i:! __ .2.P..P.2.~ .. .tl::.~c.<":"!1::1._._:t:.g. ____ :t:..b_~.--A!!l.E?.2.~-j.:t:j_Qi::i._ ... 2.f .. _ .. ~~)~: .. l.:.9.':!'!1.P.i .. i::i.9.._.c:J.l:!.:t:.J.g.~ .. ---···Co n t i nu ed 

Baker & McKenzie·······-Counsel 
Washington, DC 

.!? i:i_J.>~tl~.!.L . .9..f ·· --

Mitsubishi Electric Corp. 
Mitsubishi Electronics America, Inc. 

Wi 11 iam D. Outman I n-.. ··OF COUNSEL 

Metzger, Shadyac & Schwarz--Counsel 
Washinc::1ton, DC 

on behalf of ... -
-·--·-----····--·-·······-····-·-

Hitachi America, Ltd. 

William H. Barrc~tt .. ·-OF COUNSEL 
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Federal Register I Vol. 50. No. 208 I Monday, October 28, 1985 I Notices 

[A-588-504) 

Erasable Programmable Read Only 
Memories (EPROMs) From Japan: 
Initiation of Antidumping Duty 
Investigation 

AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration. Import Administration. 
Comm·erce. 
'ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: On the basis of a petition 
filed in proper form with the United 
States Department of Commerce. we are 
initiating an antidumping duty 
im·estigation to determine whether 
erasable programmable read only 
memories (EPROMs) from Japan are 
being. or are likely to be. sold in the 
United States at less than fair value. We 
are notifying the United States 
International Trade Commission (ITC} 
of this action so that it ma.v determine -
whether imperta of thia prOduct are . 
causing material injury, oi:.threaten 
material injury. to a United States 
industry. If this investigation proceeds 
normally, the ITC will mike its 
preliminary detennination on or before 

November 14. 1965. and we will make 
ours on or before March 10. 1986. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: October 28. 1985. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Francis R. Crowe; Office of 
Investigations Import Administration. 
International Trade Administration. U.S. 
Department of Commerce. 14th Street 
and Constitution Avenue, NW .. 
Washington, D.C. 20230; telephone: (202) 
377-4087. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFOf!MATION: 

The Petition. 
On September 30. 1985. we received a 

petition in proper form filed by Intel 
Corpor_ation. Advanced Micro ~vices. 
Inc .. and National Semiconductor 
Corporation on behalf of the EPROM 
industry in the United States. In 
compliance with the filing requirements 
of § 353.36 of the Commer~e Regulations · 
(1~ CFR 353.36), the petition alleged that 
imports of the subject merchandise from 
Japan are being. or are likely to be. sold 
in the United States at less than fair 
value within the meaning of section 731 
of the Tariff Act of 1930. as amended 
(the Act), and that these imports are 
causing material injury. or threaten 
material injury. to a United States 
industry. 

The petitioners based the United 
States price upon price quotations made 
to customers of one of the petitioners by 
Japanese companies. 

Petitioners based foreign market value 
on constructed value because they 
alleged that home market sales of 
EPROMs were made at prices below the 
cost of production. Petitioners 
constructed values for three of the 
largest selling types (densities) of 
Japanese EPROMs based on a model of 
one of the Japanese manufacturer's 
costs. The model was prepared by a 
consultant to the petitioners. Estimates 
were developed from the consultant's 
knowledge of specific Japanese costs, 
validated by comparison to U.S. <:osts­
for similar production activities. 
Adjustments were made as necessary to 
account for general expenses; material. 
labor and capital costs; and for profit. 

Based upon the comparison of United 
States price and foreign market value, 
petitioners allege dumping margins of 
from 77 to 227 percent. 

Initiation of Investigation 

Undt!r section 732(c) of the Act, we . 
must determine, within 20 days after a 
petition is filed. whether it sets ferth the 
allegations necessary for tbe initiation 
ilf an antidumping duty invatigation 
and further. whether it-contains 
informatian~asonably available tO the 
petitioner supporting the allegations. 

We examined the petition on EPROMs 
from Japan and have found that it meets 
the requirements of section 732(b) of the 
Act. Therefore. in accordance with 
section 732 of the Act. we are initiating 
an antidumping duty investigation to 
determine whether EPROMs from Japan 
are being. or are likely to be, sold in the 
United States at less than fair value. We 
are also investigating the allegation of 
sales below the cost of production. If our 
investigation proceeds nonnally. we will 
make our preliminary determination by 
March 10. 1985. 

Scope of Investigation 

The products covered by this 
investigation are erasable· 
programmable read only memories 
which are a type of memory integrated 
circuit that is manufactured using 
variations of Metal Oxide­
Seiniconductor (MOS) process 
technology. including both . 
Complementary (CMOS) and N-Cbannel 
(NMOS). The products include 
processed wafers, dice and assembled 
EPROMs produced in Japan aad 
imported into the United States from 
Japan. Finished EPROMs are curl'ently 
provided for in the Tarriff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA) 
under item 887.7445. Unassembled 
EPROMs. including unmounted chips. 
wafers and dice, are provided for under 
TSUSA item 687..7405. 

Processed wafers and dice produced 
in Japan and assembled into finished 
EPROMs in another country prior to 
importation into the United States from 
the other country are tentatively 
included in the scope of the 
investigation. In the come of this 
proceeding we will determine whether 
to continue to include these indirect 
·imports in the scope of this 
investigation. We invite comments. from 
those not involved in this procel!ding as 
well as from parties to the proceeding, 
on this issue. We request· that such 
comments be submitted prior to January 
27, 1986. 

Notification of ITC 

Section 732(d) of the Act requires us 
to notify the ITC of this action and to 
provide it with the information we used 
to arrive at this determination. We will 
notify the ITC and make available to it 
all nonprMleged and nonconfidential 
information. We.will also allow .the.ITC. 

· access to all priyilege~ !ln4 w.nfidenti!l) 
- information in auf files, 'j>ro\ric1ed it 
confirms1hat-it wm not dieclOBe such 
information.either publicly or under an 
admini.stratiwe protective order without 

. the consent of the Deputy Asmtant · 
Secretary for Import Administration. 
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Preliminary Determination by ITC 

The ITC will d_:c:rmine by November 
14. 1985, whether there is a re11sonable 
indication that imports of EPROMs from 
Japan are cuasing material injury, or 
threaten material injury, to a United 
States industry. If its determination is 
negative, the investigation will 
terminate; otherwise. it will proceed 
according tolhe statutory procedures. 

Dated: October 21. 1985. 
John L. Evans, 
Acting.Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

· ·(FR Doc. BS;-25608 Filed-1~: a:44s anil .·. 
8IUJNG CODE atCM>IMll 
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Table E-l.-64K EPROH'e (250 ns): Weighted-average net selling.prices for sales of domestic products and for sales of imports 
from Japan in quantities of 1,000 units or Iese to 3 classes of customers, end indexes of those prices, by months, June 
1984-0ctober 1985 

Period 

(Per unit) 

u.s. producers' price 

Factory direct : s:~es1tod : Spot-market : Factory direct 
sales to board : d~:tr~~u~:rs : prices : sales to board 

stuffers : : : stuff ere 

Japanese importers' price 

Sales to 
authorized­

distributors 
Spot-market 

prices 

:Vi!lglited: :Weighted: ·:Weighted: :We1ghted: ------:Weighted: :weighted: 
: average: : average: : average: : average: : average: : average: 

__________ __!____J>_!'_i~.!___: __ I!id!x ___ :~ce : Index : price : Index _ __: __ p_ric~ : Index : _price : __ Index _ : _price Index 

1984: 
June-·------
July- ~: 

August------
September -
October-·----­
November·---­
Decembe~ 

1985: . 
January---­
February--~~: 

Harch-·-----­
April----­
Hay·------
June ~: 

July-------
August ~: 

September-------: 
October----

$4.25 
4.25 
7.50 
4.10 : 
5.10 
5.75 
4.75 : 

3.50 
3.92 : 
3.75 : - : 
5.80 
2.7S - : 
2.09 I - : - : 

100 : . $4'.Sl : 
100 I 4.92 : 
176 : 4.53 : 

96 : 4.87 : 
120 : 4.38 : 
l3S : 4.79 : 
112 : 4.10 : 

: 
82 : 3.88 : 
92 : 2.48 : 
88 : 2.09 : 

1.91 : 
136 : 1.80 : 

6S : 1.87 : 
I.SO : 

49 : I.11 : - : 0.98 : - : l.IO : 

100 : $5.00 : 
. 109 : s.oo : 
100 : 4.10 : 
108 : - : 
97 : 4.10 : 

106 : - : 
91 : - : 

I : 
86 : - : 
SS : 3.60 : 
46 : 5.80 : 
42 : 2.85 : 
40.: 4.10 : 
41 : 4.IO : . 
33 : 4.IO : 
2S : I~80 : 
22 : 6.2S : 
24 : - : 

100 : - : - : $3.86 : 
·100: - : - : 3.57 : 

82 : - : - : 4.09 : - : $4.25 : 100 : 3.98 : 
82 : - : - : 4.38 : - : 3 •. ·so : 82 : 3.92 : - : - : - : 3.06 : 

: : : : - : - : - : 2.82 : 
72 : - : - : 2.26 : 

116 : -· : - : 1.83 : 
57 : - : - : 1.67 : 
82 : - : - : 1.46 : 
82 : - : - : I.48 : 
82 : - : - : I.SO : 
36 : 4.2S : 100 : I.70 : 

125 : - I - : 2.12 : - : - : - : - : 
I : I I : I I : I 

100 : 
92 : 

106 : 
103 : 
113 : 
102 : 

79 : 
: 

73 : 
59 : 
47 : 
43 : 
38 : 
38 : 
39 : 
44 : 
SS : - : 

s-ource:-----CoalpII"earro-mcrata aullllltted in response to questionnaires of the u.s. Inteniational Trade Co11111isaion. 

$S.34 100 
5.34 100 
4.68 88 
S.05 95 
3.75 70 
3.90 73 
3.50 66 

2.96 55 
3.80 71 
2.50 47 
2.43 46 
2.29 43 
2.17 .: 41 
1.91 36 
I~90 36 
1.93 36 - : 

:r ...... 
00 



Table E-2.--64K· EPROH's (250 ns): Weighted-average net selling prices for sales of domestic products and for sales of imports 
from Japan in quantities of 1,000 to 5,000 units to 3 classes of customers, and indexes of those prices, by months, June 
1984-0ctober 1985 

Period 
Factory direct 
sales to board 

stuffers 

U.S. producers' price 

Sales to 
authorized 

distributors 

Spot-arket 
prices 

:Weighted: :Weighted: :Weighted: 

(Per unit) 

Factory direct 
sales to board 

stuffers 
:Weig-hted: 

Japanese importers' price 

Sales to 
authorized 

distributors 

:Weighted: 

Spot-market 
prices 

:Weighted: 
average: average: : average: : average: : average: : average: 
price : Index p_rice _: ___ Ind_e~ ___ :_ p~_ice : .Index ___ :_ pr_i_ce : _ Index. __ : __ pr_i~~- _: __ J!ldex __ J~J>.rice : ~ 

1984: : : : : : : : : : ·' . ,• . .. June--.;_..;_;..-__ : $4.50 : 100 : $4.15 : 100 : - : - : - : - : $4.35 : . 100 : $3.90 
July-·--------: 4. 25 -= 94 : 5.66 : 136 : $4.50 : 100 : - : -. : 3.71 : 85 : 4.84 •. 

100 
124 

August:-· -: 4.10 : 91 : . 4. 94 : 119 : 4.50 : 100 : - : - : 4.67.: 107 : 4.37 112 
September--~--: 4.75 : 106 : 4 •. 92 : 119 : - : - : - : - : 4.14 : 95 : 4.21 108 
October------: 4.50 : 100 : 4.29 : 103 : 6.39 : 142 : . - : . - : 4.42 : 102 : 3.90 100 
November : 4.75 : 106 : 4.19 : 101 : 4.10 : 91 : - : - : 3.55 : 82 : 4.79 123 
December : 4.50 : 100 : 3.76 : 91 : 5.50 : 122 : $4.25 : 100 : 3.00 : 69 : 5~16 132 

1985: : : : : : . : . . 
January- : 4.50 : 100 : 1.95' : 47 : - : - : 4.25 : 100 : 2.67 : 61 : 3.43,: 88 
February------: 4.99 : 111 : 2.37 : 57 : - : - : - : - : 1.97 : 45 : 2.95 76 
March--------: 5.80 ·= 129 : 2.43 : 59 : 3.00 : 67 : 4.25 : 100 : 1.94 : 45 : 2.50 64 
April- : 2.80 : 62 : 1.98 : 48 : 2.57 : 57 : 2.00 : 47 : 1.60 : 37 : 2.83 73 
Hay----------: 2.75 : 61 : 1.80 : 43 : 2.50 : 56 : 1.40 : 33 : 1.77 : 41 : 2.56 66 
June --: 3.15 : 70 : 1.77 : 43 : 2.66 : 59 : 1.90 : 45 : 1.53 : 35 : 2.00 51 
July- : 3.35 : 74 : 1.03 : 25 : 3.00 : 67 : 1.90 : 45 : 1.72 : 40 : 2.67 68 
August-------: 1.00 : 22 : 1.08 : 26 : 3.27 : 73 : 1.90 I 45 : 1.50 : 34 : 1.90 49 
September-----: 1.49 : 33 : 0.96 : 23 : 1.89 : 42 : 2.20 : 52 : 2.00 : 46 : 1.90 49 
October : - : - I 0.96 : 23 : - : - : - : - : 1.40 : 32 

S-ource-:Ci>mpnecl from C:lata -alibmiti:ecl iD response--to questionnaires of the ~; tnterilational 'trade commh-&Ion. 

:i> 
I 

"""' l.O 



Table E-3.--64K EPROH'a (250 ns): Weighted-average net selling prices .for sales of domestic products and for sales of imports 
from Japan in quantities of 5,000 to 10,000 units to 3 classes of customers, and indexes of those prices, by months, June 
1984-0ctober 1985 

Period 

(Per unit) 

U.S. producers' price Japanese importers' price 

Sales to 
authorized Sales to • Spot"111arket : Factory direct • 

Factory direct : authorized : prices : sales to board : distributors 
sales to board : distributors : : stuffers I stuff era : • 

Spot-market 
prices 

:weighted: :Weighted: :Weighted: :Weighted: :Weighted: :Weighted: 
: average: : average: : average: : average: : average: : average: 
: price : Index : price : Index : price : Index : price : Index : price : Index : price : Index 

1984: 
June------------: 
July---..~-: 
August-·--~~~ 

September-------: 
October-·--~~~ 

November~---: 
December-~---: 

1985: 
January--·--~~-

February~---: 

March- -: 
April----: 
Hay- . 

June ---: 
July-----~~~ 

August -: 
September·--~~­

Oc to be r-----: 

$5.75 
5.75 
5.50 
4.80 
4.SO 
4.9S 

5.50 
6.11 

-·: 
2.75 

1.68 I 

l.S6 

l.OS I 

1.05 

- : 
100 : 
100 : 

96 : 
83 : 
78 : 
86 : 

96 
106 - : 

48 - : 
29 
27 - : 
18 
18 

$6.50 
6.S2 I 

4.8S - : 
S.77 
3.75 

. 
3.37 
2.90 
3.SS 
1.73 
1.34 
1.05 
l.4S 
0.88 I - : 

- : $7.60 
100 
100 

7S 

89 
58 

S2 
45 
SS 
27 
21 
16 
22 
14 

. 

- : - : 

- . - : - . . 
- : - : - : 

2.S7 

- I - : 

. . 
: : 

- - : $4.00 : 100 : - : - - : - : - : - : - - : 4.00 : 100 : 
- : $4.2S : 100 : 4.97 : 124 : 
- =· 4.25 : 100 : 2.80 : 70 - : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : 

: : : : - : - : - : 2.70 : 68 : - : - : - : 3.48 : 87 : - : - : 2.00 : so : - : - : - : 1.60 : 40 : 
34 : - : - : 2.00 : so - : - : - : 2.00 .: so - : - : - : - : - : - : - : . - : - : - : . 

: - : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : 

!)ource: Compileilfrom data submitted in responseto--qiieatlonnalres- of the U:S. International Trade eo-ission. 

; 

: 
- : - : - : - : 

- : 

$2.80 : 100 - : -
2.90 : 104 
1.90 : 68 

- : - : - : - : 

rs>--
I 

00 
0 



Table E-4.--64K EPROM's (250 na): Weighted-average net selling prices for sales of domestic products and for sales of imports 
from Japan in quantities of over 10,000 units to 3 classes of customers, and indexes of those· prices, by months, June 
1984-0ctober 1985 

Period 
Factory direct 
sales to board 

stuf fers 
:Weighted: 

average: 

U.S. producers' price 

Sales to 
authorized 

distributors 

:Weighted: 

Spot-111arket 
prices 

:Weighted: 

(Per unit) 

Factory direct 
sales to board 

stuffers 
:Weighted: 

Japanese importers' price 

Sales to 
aut.horized 

distributors 

:Weighted: 

Spot-market 
prices 

:Weighted: 
average: : average: : average: : average: : average: 

price : Index p~i~~- _: __ Inde~ __ _: _ __l)_r_i~~--=- __ Index _ : price : Index : price : _ _l~E~~ice : Index 

1984: 
June-----------: 
July------------: 
August---------: 
September-------: 
October-------: 
November-------: 
December--------: 

1985: 
January--.-----: 
February--------: 
March-----------: 
April --: 
May------: 
June-----------: 
July----· ---: 
August---------: 
September-------: 
October--------: 

$5.25 
5.50 
5.25 
4.97 : 
4.90 
4.90 
4. 77 

4.45 

5. 75 ·: 

2.95 

: 
100 
105 : 
100 : . 

95 : 
93 : 
93 : 
91 

85 

110 . 

56 

- : 

- : $6.55': 
- : 

4.50 : 

2.21 
3.45 
2.70 

3.20 

. 

. 

. 

- : 
100 - : 

69 

34 
53 : 
41 - : 

49 : 

·:· . . - : -.. - : - : - : - : - : - : . - :· - : - : - : $4.00 : 100 :. 
- : 4.00 : 100 : 

- : - : - : 3.50 : 88 : 
- : ~ : - : 3.25 : 81 .. : . - : - : - : - : - . 

- : - : - : 2.50 : 62 : 
- : - : - : - : - : - : 1.50 : 38 : 

- : - : - : - : - : - : 2.00 : 50 : 

- : -·: - - : 
$250 loo·: - : - : - - : - . -

Source:- complied from dafii 8-ubmitted in response to questionnaires of the U.S-.--fot:e-rna-tTonal Traae-Commission. 

$5.50 ·= 100 
5.50 : 100 

- • . - : - : -- : -- : - : 
4.00 : 73 - : 

:> 
I 

00 
t-' 



Table E-5.~128K EPROM'a (250 na): Weighted-average net selling prices for sales of domestic products and for sales of imports 
from Japan in quantities of 1,000 units or less to 3 classes of customers, and indexes of those prices, by months, June 1984-
0ctober 1985 

Period 
Factory direct 
sales to board 

stuff ers 

U.S. producers' price 

: . 
Sales to 

authorized 
distributors 

Spot11&rket 
prices 

(Per unit) 

Factory direct 
sales to board 

stuff era 

Japanese importers' price 

Sales to 
authorized 

distributors 

Spot-market 
prices 

:Weighted: :weighted: :weighted: :Weighted: :Weighted: :Welgntea: 
average: : average: : average: : average: : average: : average: 
price : Index : price : Index _: __ p_r_ice __ : ___ Index ___ : price : _ Inde~ ___ : __ p~J.ce : Index : price Index 

1984: 
June-
July ~: 

August----­
September~~: 

October-·---­
~vember---­
December·----

1985: 
January·----
February·---­
Marchi-----: 
Apru----­
May------­
June:------: 
July-----­
Auguat----­
Septeeber~-: 

October : 

$12.95 
12.95 
12.25 
13.50 
11.00 
12.25 
13.50 : 

11.25 : 
8.SO : 
8.50 : 
S.11 r 
7.78 : 

20.80 I 
9.65 
2.42 
6.95 I 
3.00 r 

100 
100 

95 
104 ·: 
85 
95 

104 I 

87 
66 
66 
40 
60 

161 : 
75 : 
19 
54 
23 r 

$11.08 
12.64 
12.33 
10.23 
10.SS 
10.72 
B.83 

5.72 
S.88 
3.31 
5.52 
4.12 r 
4.42 : 
1.56 
3.22 r 
3.85 
1.40 : 

: I I I 

Source: Compilid fro• data submitted in reaponse 

100 $14.30 100 - : - : $14.92 : 100 : $9.50 100 
114 13.00 91 - : - : 15.74 : 105 : 10.88 115 
111 12.00 84 - :· - : 12.07 : 81 : 10.77 113 

92 : 14.30 : 100 : $9.SO : 100 : 12.17 : 82 : 12.25 129 
95 : 14.30 : 100 : 9.SO : 100 : 10.49 : 70 : 12.62 133 
97 : 14.30 : 100 : 9.50 : 100 : 11.13 : 75 : 10.19 107 
80 : 7.SO : 52 : 8.00 : 84 : 8.36 : 56 : 10.00 105 

: I : : : : 
52 : 12.05 : 84 : 9.SO : 100 : a. 74.: 59 : 9.49 100 
53 : a.so : 62 : 9.SO : 100 : 6.13 : 41 : 8.22 87 
30 : 6.00 : 42 : 9.SO : 100 : 3.75 : 25 : 7.61 80 
so : 5.15 : 

.. 
36 : 5.65 : 59 : 3.01 : 20 : 6.79 71 

37 : 6.84 : 48 : S.65 : 59 : 2.14 : 14 : 3.31 35 
40 : 3.55 : 25 : 3.00 : 32 : . 2.19 : 15 : 2.98 31 
14 I 3.65 : 26 I - I : 2.74 : 18 : 2.64 28 
29 : 2.51 : 18 r - : : 2.25 : 15 : 2.32 24 
35 : 2.48 : 17 : - : : 2.93 : 20 : 2.47 26 
13 I 3.00 : 21 : - : : - : - : - : 

I : I 

to queationnairea of the u.s. lntenational Trade Commi881on. 

:r 
00 
N 



Table E-6.--128K EPROM'e (250 ne): Weighted-average net selling prices for ealee of domestic products and for sales of imports 
from Japan in quantities of 1,000 to 5,000 unite to 3 claeeee of customers, and indexes of those prices, by months, June 1984-
0ctober 1985 

Period 
Factory direct 
ealee to board 

etuffere 
:Weighted: 

U.S. producers' price 

Salee to 
authorized 

distributors 

:Weighted: 

Spot-market 
prices 

:Welghted: 

(Per unit) 

Factory direct 
ealee to board 

etuffere 
:Weighted: 

Japanese importers' price 

Salee to 
authorized 

distributors 

:Weighted: 

Spot-market 
prices 

:Weighted: 
average: : average: : average: : average: : average: average: 

price Index price __ :_ Ind_ex : _price : Index : price :_ Index_ : pr_ice : __ I_ndex ___ : __ price Index 
: : : : : 

<:' 
: 

1984.: . . : . : . : -~ : . :- : : ···: : : . 
June----------: $11.00 : 100 : $13.18 : 100 : - : - : - : - : $14.24 : 100 : $11.80 
July--------: 10.00 : 91 : 9.83 : . 75 : - : - : $10:~25 : 100 : 17.12 : 120 : 13.61 
August----------: 11.25 : 102 :· 11.il: . 89 : $10.95 : 100 : - : - : 10.82 : 76 : . 10.42 
September-----: 11.25 : 102 : 11.91 : : 90 : 10.95 : ·100 : - : - : 12.25 : 86 : 10.98 
October-----: 11.00 : 100 : 10.42 : 79 : 10.95 : 100 : 10.25 : 100 : 9.19 : 65 : 11.34 
November-'--·---: 11.00 : 100 : 10.37 : 79 : 10. 9.5 : 100 : - : - : 10.11 : 71 : 9.38 
December------: 8.25 : 75 : .9.93 : 75 : 10.5_0 : 96 : - : - : 7.63 : 54 : 10.03 

1985: : : : : : 
January---· --: 9.50 : 86 : 7.75 : 59 : - : - : - : - : 7.00 : 49 : 7.41 
February----: 7.90 : 72 : 7.10 : 54 : 8.00 : 73 : - : - : 4.59 : 32 : 9 .• 77 
Ma·rch------: 4. 70" : 43 : S.68 : 43 : 4.7S : 43 : s.6s : SS : 3.80 : 27 : S.95 
'April---------: 4.70 : 43 : 2.89 : 22 : 3.82 : 3S : 2.20 : 21 : 3.33 : 23 : 4.07 
May----_;.;---: 4.30 : 39 : 2.80 : 2_1 : 3.0_0 : 27 : 4.7S : 46 : 3.14 : 22 : 3.IS 
June -: 2.10 : 19 : 1. 7.8 : 14 : 3.27 : 30 : - : - : 2.40 : 17 : 2.53 
July-- : - : - : 1.84 : 14· : 4·.8s : 44 : - : - : 2.62 : 18 : 2.72 
August -: 2.20 : 20 : 1.37 : 10 : 3.90 : 36 : - : - : 2.87 : 20 : 2 .• 57 
September--:----: 1.4~ : 13 : 1.74 : 13 : 2.70 : .2S : 3.00 : 29 : 2.10 : lS : 2·.40 
October -: - : - : 1.60 : 12 : - : - : - : - : - : - :' - : 

Source: CompITed from-data-8ubm1tted fii r~epons_e_ to-que8Honnarree of the u.s. International Trade CommT88Ion. 
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Table E-7.--128X EPROM's (250 na): Weighted-average net selling prices for sales of domestic products and for sales of imports 
from Japan in quantities of 5,000 to 10,000 units to 3 classes of customers, and indexes of those prices, by months, June 1984-
0ctober 1985 

Period 

U.S. producers' price 

Factory direct 
sales to board 

stuff era 

Sales to 
authorized 

distributors 

:Weighted: - -:we1ghted: 

Spot-arket 
prices 

:Weighted: 

(Per unit) 

Factory direct 
sales to board 

stuf fers 
:Weighted: 

Japanese importers' price 

Sales to 
authorized 

distributors 

:Weighted: 

Spot1arket 
prices 

:Weighted: 
average: average: : average: : average: : average: : average: 
price : Index pri~e : Index : price : Index : price : Index : price : Index : price : Index 

1984: 
June------
July---,---: 
August-------: 
September·------­
October-·-------­
November -: 
December-·-------

1985: 
January-·-------­
Fe bruary---: 
March-·-----
April :---: 
May-·-----· 
June -: 
July----~~-

August-----· 
September---
October -: 

100 : - : $19.75 
11.00 
11.00 
11.00 
14.25 

56 : $25.00 

8.25 
8.25 

12.00 I 

7.50 
3.80 

6.80 
3.80 
3.80 

56 : . 
56 : 
72 - : - : 

42 
42 
61 
38 
19 - : 
34 
19 
19 - : 

: : 

- : 
11.75 

- : 
9.00 

9.00 

5.00 
7.66 
2.95 
2.95 
1.88 
1.89 

- : 
100 : - : 

47 : - . . . - : 

36 : - : 
: : 

36 : - : 

- : 

20 : - : 
31 : - : 
12 : - : 
12 : - : 
8 : - : 
8 : - : 

- : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : $11.00 
- : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : 7.85 

: : : : : - : - : - : - : - : 12.00 - : $6.30 : 100 - : - : - : 4.50 : 71 
$2.20 : 100 : 2.25 : 36 - 2.00 : 91 : - : - : - : - - : - : - : - : 2.55 - - : - : - : - : 2.95 - - : - : - : - : 2.95 - - : - : - - : - : - : - : - : 

Source: CompUecfTrom data aubiiiltted fo response to questionnaires of the U.S.- International Trade eo-ission. 
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Table E-8.--l28K EPROM's (250 ns): Weighted-average net selling prices for sales of domestic products and for sales of imports 
from Japan in quantities of over 10,000 units to 3 classes of customers, and indexes of those prices, by months, June 
1984-0ctober 1985 

Period 

(Per unit) 

U.S. producers' price Japanese importers' price 

Factory direct : S~~es1to4 : Spot-market : Factory direct· 
sales to board : d~:tr~~u::rs : prices : sales to board 

Sales to 
authorized 

distributors 

Spot-market 
prices 

stuf fers : : : stuffers 
:Weighted: - - :Weighted:-- - :Weighted: :Weighted: :Weighted: :Weignted: 

average: average: : average: : average: : average: : average: 
price : Index p_r_ice _: __ Ind~_x __ : _ p_rice : Index : price __ : Jn_de![ ___ : __ p_rJce_ : Index : _p_rice : Index . 

1984: : : : : : : : : : 
June----- $13.50 : 100 : - : - : ·- : - : . - : - : - : •' 

July------ 14.25 : 106 : - : -- : - : - : - : - : - : - : 
August--------- - : -. : - : - : - :. - : - : - : - : - : $8.05 : 100 
September-----: 14.25 : 106 : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : 8.05 : .100 
October---: - : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : 8.05 : 100 
November------: 14.14 : 105 : - : - : - : - : - .: - : - : -
December-..,..___-: 13.71 : 102 : - : - : $10.35 : 100 : . - : - : - : - : 8.05 : 100 

1985: : : : : : : : : : 
January-------: - : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : $6.30 : 100 
February -: - : - : $9.00 : 100 : - : - : - : - : - : - : 6.00 : 75 
March------: - : - : - : - : - : - : - : -·: - : - : 7.90 : 98 
Aprf l -: - : - : 8.07 : 90 : - : - : $2.00 : 100 : - : - : 4.80 : 60 

. May- :-: - : - : 9.05 : 101 : - : - : - : - : 2.25 : 36 : 4.80 : 60 
June-----: 3.80 : 28 : 2.92 : 32 : - : - : - : - : - : - : 4.80 : 60 
July----: - : - : 1.53 : 17 : - : - : - : - : - : - : 4.50 : 56 
August------: - : - : 2.95 : 33 : -. : - : - : - : - : - : 
September-~: - : - : - : - : - : - : - : 
October-----: - : - : - : - : - : - : - : 

S-ource:- Compilecrt'rom data 8Ullin1tted in response to-questlonnalrea of the U.S. International Trade Commission. 
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Table E-9.~256K EPROM's (250 ns): Weighted-average net selling prices for sales of domestic products and for sales of imports 
from Japan in quantities of 1,000 units or less to 3 classes of customers, and indexes of those prices, by months, June 
1984-0ctober 1985 

Period 

U.S. producers' price 

Factory direct 
sales to board 

stuf fers 

Sales to 
authorized 

distributors 

:lreigllted =--· :Weighted: 

Spot-arket 
prices 

:Weighted: 

(Per unit) 

Factory direct 
sales to board 

stuffers 
:WeighteCI: 

Japanese importers' pr.ice 

Sales to 
authorized 

distributors 

:Weighted: 

Spot-arket 
prices 

:Weighted; 
average: average: : average: : average: : average: : average: 
price : Index price:_ Index_ : .P_rice _ _: __ I!l.d.!!~ _ _: __ Fice __ : __ Jndex __ : price: Index : price: Index 

1984: 
June-~~~-: - : - : $52.53 100 $60.00 100 - : - : 
July -: - : - : 51.03 97 35.00 58 - : - : 
August- ; - : - . 45.80 87 38.25 64 - : - : - : 
September-------: - : - 35. 70 : 68 : 66.00 : 110 : - : ~ : 
October-~~: - : - 32.44 : 62 : 66.00 : 110 : - : - : 
November -: - : - 30.33 : 58 : 26.54 : 44 : - : - : - : 
December : - : - 19.51 : 37 : 21.00 : 35 : - : - : 

1985: : : : : : : 
January : - : - 13.47 : 26 : 13.50 : 22 : - - : - : - : - : 100 
February : $16.00 : 100 12.49 : 24 : 14.84 : 25 : - - : $11.20 : 100 : $32.25 : 31 
Marc~~~-: 16.00 f 100 10.98 : 21 : 25.84 : . 43 : - - : 9.50 : 85 : 10.00 : 25 
April : - : - 6.96 : 13 : 11.32 : 19 : - - : 5.00 : 45 : 8.00 : 25 
May- -: - : - 6.12 : 12 : 10.50 : 18 : $4.60 100 : 5.06 : 45 : 8.00 : -
June : 3.70 : 23 6.36 : 12 : 4.68 : 8 : 4.60 100 : 4.70 : 42 : - : 14 
July- : - : - 3.93 : 7 : 11.83 : 20 : - - : 4.60 : 41 : 4.50 : 14 
August- : - : - 5.65 : 11 : 7.22 : 12 : - - : 4.70 : 42 : 4.50 : 16 
September-~: - : - 4.46 : 8 : 5.85 .: 10 : -· - : 4.50 : 40 : 5.oo. : 14 

·October : - : - 4.10 : 8 : - : - : - - : - : - : 4.50 : 
: : : : : : : : 

Source: complied from data sulllliltted In response to questionnaires of the U.S. International Trade Commission. 
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Table E-lo.--256K EPROM'a (250 ns): Weighted-average net selling prices for sales of domestic products and for sales of imports 
from Japan in quantities of 1,000 to 5,000 units to 3 classes of customers, and indexes of those prices, by months, June 
1984-0ctober 1985 

______________________ ~---- (Per_ unit) -----~~------------

Period 

U.S. producers' price Japanese importers' price 

Sales to 
Factory direct : authorized : Spot-111arket : Factory direct 
sales to board : distributors : prices : sales to board • distributors 

stuffer& : : : stuffere 

Sales to 
authorized Spot-market 

prices 

:Weighted: :Weighted: :Weighted: :weighted: :weighted: ---:lfe!ghted: 
: average: : average: : average: : average: : average: : average: 

~--------·----=~jl~_ic~ _ _: __ Index_~ice =~_!!ldex _: __ p_r_i~~--=--J~dex __ _L_p_r~~~--=~Ind~1t __ : price : Index : price : Index 

1984: : : : . : : : ' 

June-------: - : - : $89.00 : 100 
July -: - : - : - : 
August-----: - : - : 39.51 : 44 : $42.50 : 100 : - : - : 
September-------: - : - : 35.11 : 39 : 142.50 : 335 - . 
October------: - : - : 35.67 : 40 : 142.50 : 335 : - : . 
November------: - : - : - : - : - : 
December-----: - : - : 31.00 : 35 : - : - : - : 

1985: : : : : : : : : 
January----: - : - : 19.00 : 21 : 34.59 : 81 : - : - : 
February------: - : - : 22.19 : 25 : 24.00 : 56 : -
March- -: $15.50 : 100 : 13.81 : 16 : 17.50 : 41 : - : $6.35 100 : - : -
April-----------: 5.00 : 32 : 6.88 : 8 : - : - : - 6.00 94 : - : -
May- : 5.00 : 32 : 5.86 : 7 : 26.25 : 62 : $4.60 100 : 5.56 88 : - : 
June-----: 4.00 : 26 : 5.54 : 6 : 9.70 :, 23 : 4.60 100 : 5.00 : 79 : - : 
July-~-----: 3.70 : 24 : 5.02 : 6 7.50 : ' 18 : - : - : - : - : 
August---: 7.00 : 45 3.27 : 4 4.00 =· 9 : - : 
September----: 7.00 : 45 4.00 : 4 4.15 : 10 : 

3.90 : 61 : $5.00 : 100 
4.60 : 72 : s.oo· : 100 

October-------: 7.00 : 45 3.00 : 3 - : - : - : - : 

Source: Compiled -.from data submitted in response to questionnaires .of the U.S. Int1frnational trade Commission. 

> 
I 

00 
...... 



Table E-ll,-256K EPROM's (250 ns): Weighted-average net selling prices for sales of domestic products and for sales of imports 
from Japan in quantities of 5,000 to 10,000 units to 3 classes of customers, and indexes of those prices, by months, June 
1984-0ctober 1985 

Period 
Factory direct 
sales to board 

stuff era 

U.S. producers' price· 

Sales to 
authorized 

distributors 

Spot-arket 
prices 

:we-ightecr:-- - -:Weighted: :Wefihted: 

(Per unit) 

Factory direct 
sales to. board 

stuff era 
:Weighted: 

Japanese importers' price 

Sales to 
authorized 

distributors 

:Weighted: 

Spot-arket 
prices 

:Weighted: 
average: : average: : average: : average: : average: : average: 
price : . Index __ : __ p,rJ~.e- _: __ J!ld.ex __ _: __ p_rice_ : __ Index : _price : __ Index __ _: __ prJ~.e- _: ___ I!l!fex __ : __ price : Index 

1984: 
June-------: 
July -: 
August-------: - : 
September----: 
October--------: 
November -: - . 
December-----: 

1985: 
January-·~~----

Fe bruary -: 
March- --: 
April -: 
May --: - : 
June -: 
July------ - : 
August --- $7,00 
September------ - : 
October----- - : 

- . - . . - : - : 

- : 

. 
- : 

- : 

100 - : - : 

- . - . 

. - : . . 
-. - : 

. - : - : - : $5.20 : 100 : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : - : 

Source: - Compiled from data subiDltted in -response -fi) que&Honnafres-oT-flie-ff.-s-: Internationar-Trade Commiasion. 
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Table E-12.--256K EPROM's (250 ns): Weighted-average net selling prices.for sales of domestic products and for sales of imports 
from Japan in quantities of over 10,000 units to 3 classes of customers, and indexes of those prices, by months, June 
1984-0ctober 1985 

------ - ------ ------- (Per unit) _ ~~------
U.S. producers' price ' Japanese importers' price 

Period 
Factory direct 
sales to board 

stuf fers 

Sales to 
authorized 

distributors 

. 
: 
: 
: 

·! 

Spot-market : 
pr·ices : 

: 

Sales to Factory direct : authorized : Spot-market 
sales to board : distributors : prices 

·stuffer& : : 
:W'eighted: 

average: 
:Weighted: :Weighted: :Weighted: :Weighted: :Weighted: 

price : Ind.ex 
average: : average: : average: : average: : average: 
~~~--I!!de~ _ _: __ j>rice __ : __ Ind_ex : prj.ce __ : __ In~!!l' ___ : __ price: Index : _Eice: Index 

1984: . .. 
June-~-----: - : - : - : - : - : 
July -: - : - : - : - : - : . 
August-----~: - : - : - : - : 
September-------: 
October---------: - : - : - : 
November -: - : - : - : - : - : 
December- : - : - : - : - : - :. . 

1985: 
January--
February--------: - : - : - : . 
March-~~-: - : - : 
April~~-: - ·: - : - : - : 
May-- -: - : - : - : - : - : 
June----~---: $3.40 : 100 : $3.25 : 100 
July-~-~: - : - : - : - : - : 
August --: 3.40 : 100 : - : - : - : 
September-------: - : 
October -: - : - : - : - : : 

Source: - Compiled from data submitted in-response to-questionnafresof the--if.S. International Trade Commission. 
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